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termed Reafon, and 2 proper Wcthod' to reconcile our Differerices in
Judgment, |

- However little obliced to us, his Lord[hip might think himfel{ by our
Opinion of his Right of Levying Money merely becaute you had not
fhewn Reafons for denying it, we think you had no room to infinuate
our Opinion was grounded merely-on Want of Reafons trom you for your
Denial: Be pleafed to recollect, that we Found our Opinion of his Lord-
fhip’s Right on the A& of 1704, you, inftead of offering any Arguments
to us againft that Law, barely tell us in your Meflage of the 4¢4 Inftant,
that ¢ you deny his Lordfhip’s Right of Levying that Money, becauie
“ his Lordfhip never had any fuch Right by fuch Law,” which is juft the
fame Thing, as if you had faid, That his Lordfhip had not the Right,
becaufe he had not the Right: And are we pot then well juftified in fay-
ing upon this Point, that we could not be convinced barely by the Autho-
sity of fuch a Denial, withoat fome Reafons to inforce it ?

If that Part of our Meflage which mentions an Attack on the Govern-
ment, in order to deprive them of a Support they are in Pefleflion of,
is (as you fay) of a picce with the reft of our Meflage, we readily con-
clude the reft is, as well as that Part, fupported by Reaton; and then
the Argument is very fhort; you cxprefsly confefs in your Meflage of
the 42/ [nftant, That ** His Lordfhip has been in Pofleflion of the Sup-
« port of Government ever fince the Year 1723, It is very manifeft
you now endeavour to deprive him ofir; And pray may not that Per-
fon be with the greateft Propricty faid to be Attacked, who is in Pof~
feflion, and attempted to be thrown out or deprived of that Pofleflion?
The Cafe put by you, ot one Man violently taking another’s Money, {r'c.
we prefume is defigned as a Point of Law, and not as a Matter per-
tinent to the Difpute between us; for we cannot by any means agree that
the Fad is as you have ftated it in that Paragraph: We fay his Lordfhip
has Right to the Twelve Pence per Hoglhead by Virtue of the Law of
1704, and at the fame Time give our Rezfons for not paffing the Revenue
Bill ; you deny fuch Right, and give no Reafons for maintaining the rea-
fonablenefs of the Revenue Bill; and yet fcem Angry that we do not
Concur with you: But if you are defirous of having our Opinion on the
Point of Law, we may venture to fay, There may be a Poffeflion, which
fome Perfons may think fit to call Tortious, and yet Methods may be
purfiued to take away that Poffeflion, which would make the Perfons
taking fuch Methods Aggreflors in the Eye of the Law., As perhaps
neither Houfe has much reafon to Boaft of their Art of Ratiocination by
the Rules of Logick, we fhall not contend with you for Superiority in
that part of Learning. |

~As you were not furprized at our Negative to the Bill for Payment of
an Agent, we prefume that you were conicious fuch a Bill could rot be
expefted, in Reafon or Juftice, to have a Paffage in this Houfe; and we
declare that we cannot with Candour aflume to ourlelves the whole Glory
of ufing the Word Miniffer, fincethe Agent defcribed in that Bill, very
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